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In a world where people are still persecuted or executed for what they say, think or 
believe, we are dismayed that there are so many so called liberals seeking to censor 
and restrict people's freedom of expression. 


Freedom of expression is actively being eroded by religious fanatics and SJWs (Social 
Justice Warriors), whose self perceived moral superiority is actually based upon 
denying people their universal human rights to freedom of expression. Their 
justification is that they find things they disagree with, offensive and/or degrading. 


The staff at Charlie Hebdo were murdered in cold blood for drawing cartoons of a 
religious figure. Social Justice Warriors and religious fanatics are both seekingto silence 
those of us that express opinions, that we are perfectly entitled to express, but THEY 
find offensive. The only difference is that one uses extreme violence, where the other 
exerts pressure via social media lynch mobs and petitions. 


Please consider supporting Freedom of Expression by supporting Vive Charlie. We are 
a non profit, FREE online satirical magazine. Our talented line up of illustrators, 
columnists, writers and administrators all give their time for FREE. 


Our overhead costs are currently supported by 345 patrons, but we are still heavily 
subsidised by our co-founders. To secure the long term future of Vive Charlie we need 
to become self sufficient and we are hoping to achieve this through pledges from our 
readers, rather than via advertising or commercial sponsors. 


Some of our patrons pledge $1 a month, others pledge $250 a month. We will continue 
to provide Vive Charlie FREE, so any support you can give would be greatly appreciated. 


If you would like to make a one off pledge then you can do this too. The platform we 
use charges between the 1st and 5th of each calendar month, so once the first payment 
has been made you can amend your monthly pledge to zero. 


To become a patron and pledge your support please click this LINK 
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95... s Vilest Troll - Daily Mail. 
Award winning Columnist, Satirist, 
Libertarian legend. Champion of 
Free Speech and a Free Society. 


Let Rome Burn 


Where do we start? It's been a long 24 hours 
since the Policy Wonk Polling Companies 
smugly declared that this has been the "closest 
election since the war" and as I sit in a café in 
Munich today, all I can see is a delicious 
bloodbath ofthe UK's pathetic political parasitic 
classes. 


Some big names have fallen and whilst those 
that remain preen their feathers and prepare 
for another 5 years of grasping greedily at the 
tit of the ubiquitous state, they'd do well to let 
the dust settle and take a long hard look at what 
actually happened outside of their rarefied 
poisonous atmosphere. 


Firstly, a third of the electorate didn't bother to 
vote. One. Third. That's an awful lot of people 
who exercised their hard won democratic right 
to not give a shit about playing a game they 
couldn't win. You might like to think (and 
certainly politicians do) that by not voting, they 
have no voice or rightto complain. The opposite 


is true - they have more right to complain to 
those who actually participated and didn't get 
the result they wanted. Ignore one third of the 
population at your peril, dear Westmonsters - 
they sit waiting to turn on you and your focus 
groups whenever they feel like it, free from the 
bonds of party loyalty or focus groupthink - 
totally unpredictable and outside of your grasp. 


Secondly, this election has shown that our faux 
democracy is fatally flawed. Forgive me the 
exact figures, it's early in the day, but it looks to 
me like millions and millions have voted UKIP 
or for the Green Party and will have no voice in 
Parliament save a couple of seats, whilst the 
militant wing of the Jockanese Communist 
Party, the SNP will represent all but every single 
person in Jockland, whilst barely half of them 
actually voted for it. 56 seats of the 59 seats 
available when millions don't want you is not 
democracy, it's a nigh on totalitarian state by 
default. 


Under Proportional Representation, this would've been the result 


ШЕЕ й Seats % Seats % Votes е. Y RN 


+/- 


= 51.0% | 36.9% 
35.7% | 30.4% 


* Rounded to whole # of seats (*627) 


First-past-the-post is busted, finished, kaput. 
It's over, = discredited, | undemocratic, 
authoritarian and unrepresentative. Your vote 
and your voice are ignored and a mandate to rip 
half your wages from your hands every week or 
plunge this country into a nuclear war can now 
be taken by the "elected" representatives of 
just 20% of the population and fuck the rest of 
us. At least a coalition could spread a little of 
the power around, but proportional 
representation or better still, direct democracy 
are eventually going to have to be brought to 
the table – too many of us still have no say at all 
to, ironically, be ignored for much longer. 


On the plus side, watching Galloway, Cable, 


Balls et al be sent packing certainly made my 
morning butthe next 5 years will bring as much 


| am the champion oF 


authoritarian shit as ever – voting once every 5 
years is not going to change that - but we can 
at least begin to dismantle a system that may 
have suited the landed gentry 200 years ago but 
has no place in the 21st Century. 


Hold your heads high non voters, UKIPpers or 
otherwise. The real winners are the ones who 
have shown this antiquated feudal system up 
to be broken beyond repair. You might not 
realise it, but the grit is well and truly in the 
gears of the machine now and the clock is 
ticking before we see the collapse of a few 
hundred "representatives" running our lives on 
our behalf (and to their advantage). 


Bring it on. Here's to 5 more years of Rome 
burning. Salt the earth and start again. 


women's rights in the EN 
Party, that's Why | don't see any 


problem in having segregated 


Labour Party meetines. lt's 
better than having "men 
only' meetings 


» Disgruntled Social 
Justice Warriors defaced a war 
memorial in London. There was 
У national outrage until Laurie 
ZA Penny confirmed she didn't see 
ES anything wrong with it. 
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Disgruntled Lefties march Libyan soldiers 'raped man in 
on Downing Street shouting. Cambridge after leaving barracks' 


"Get The Tories Out" 


. Al-Qaeda commander who 

Ahreats AS Irojan Horse 5 
eas Se папова gloated over Charlie Hebdo 
attacks ‘killed in drone blast 


Women rape man at gunpoint Police Probes After 
before stealing his semen and Bitter Bradford West Fight 
storing it in cool box 


Norway repeals blasphemy law, in Laurie Penny defends war 


response to Charlie Hebdo memorial vandalism at 
murders anti-Tory march 


Team Miliband hid poll Conservatives to push forward 
warnings of looming defeat on manifesto and scrap 
from the party faithful Human Rights Act 


The first order of 
my new Government is 
2,000 cases of tax payer 

funded vintage 
champagne 


Don't worry voters, 
when we say more austerity, it 
won't affect everybody - only the lazy 
bastards, scroungers, poor people and 
public services. Bankers and politicians will | 
still be getting huge pay rises and bonuses. 
Don't worry though, there will be a huge 
increase in food banks, but they won't 
be getting any bonuses 


| Journalist, photographer and broadcaster. Tech writer @Forbes. 
Presenter of C4's Dispatches: ‘Truth About Hospital Food’. Author 
of ‘Notes From A посни Е Mark uses Twitter to debate and 


Nepalis just the peak of a web of 
global incompetence and corruption 


© Mark Sparrow 2015 


Corruption is a cancer at the heart of many societies which robs from the poor 
and keeps political elites in their well-feathered nests of luxury above the law. 


Only someone with a heart of stone could fail to 
have been moved by the scenes of devastation 
following the massive earthquake that hit Nepal 
almost two weeks ago. Nepal is a poor country 
with a noble tradition of providing warriors for 
the British Army in the form of the fearless 
Gurkhas. Most of Nepal's money comes from 
remittances sent home by emigrants working 
abroad and from the fees charged to tourists who 
visit the kingdom to climb Mount Everest and the 
other Himalayan peaks, as well as to walk the 
trails through the country's remote and beautiful 
valleys. 


lts hardly surprising that the earthquake 
triggered huge donations of cash and relief aid 
from all around the world. International rescuers 
took part in a race against time to dig survivors 
from the rubble of hundreds of collapsed 
buildings. Thousands perished and countless 
more were left homeless, camping out in the 
bitter cold and rain бог fear об aftershocks and 
tremors. The UN and other major overseas aid 
donors immediately airlifted supplies and teams 
of rescuers. It should have been a textbook 
operation to the warm the cockles ofthe hardest 
hearts; except, perhaps, the hearts of customs 
officers at Katmandu airport who insisted that 
normal customs formalities would not be lifted 
even for such a dreadful disaster. 


As a result of this boneheaded intransigence, 
urgently needed supplies piled up at Katmandu 
airport while government officials complained 
that the wrong sort of aid had been sent. ‘Nepal 
doesn’t need tins of tuna or cans of mayonnaise; 
one official said. They would have preferred grains 
and other foodstuffs. Call me an old nitpicker but 
I'd have thought any nourishment would have 
been welcome in such a disaster zone. Let's Face 
it, genuinely starving people rarely ask fora menu. 


For those of us living in the EU, the idea of import 
tariffs and custom duties seems like something 
from a quaint Ruritanian past, but in many parts 
of the world the clipboard-wielding bureaucrat 
with his calculator and rubber stamp is still very 
much in evidence. To be fair to Nepal, the 
government did waive the normal import duty 
payable on tents and tarpaulins but not on much 
else. So all those donations of food and equipment 
were still eoing to be subject to import taxes and 
customs duties. | wonder if the children at school 
assemblies around the UK or members of the 
public in the shopping centres of Britain knew that 
some of their donations were being diverted into 
the coffers of the Nepalese government. And this 
happened despite an agreement dating back in 
2007, passed by the UN, that calls for customs 
formalities to be simplified or waived in the event 
of natural disasters. But no! Some miserable little 
jobsworth without a shred of humanity insisted 
on carrying on with his or her paperwork as people 
lay under tonnes of rubble, their lives slowly ebbing 
away. I'm not suggesting that there is necessarily 
naked corruption at work here but surely a system 
that puts customs formalities before human life 
is corrupt in a very special way. 


This isn't the first time that such a thing has 
happened in a humanitarian crisis. Customs duties 
and backhanders are essential lubricants in the 
world of international aid. Back in 2004, in the 
aftermath of the Boxing Day tsunami, when 
300,000 people lost their lives, the government 
of Sri Lanka insisted on import duty of 100 million 
rupees ($550,000) being paid on a number of UN 
rescue vehicles. Sadly, this is not unusual and it is 
the ugly side of the foreign aid racket that 
continues to see much-needed funds diverted into 
the pockets of the crooked elite, even when it’s a 
matter of life or death. 


Fortunately, things could be changing as angry 
voters in the West grow sick and tired oFendemic 
corruption. Thanks to the internet, some of the 
more preposterous scams perpetrated by 
governments are coming to light; scams such as 
the Westminster expenses scandal where 
politicians trousered large amounts of cash 
without much in the way of scrutiny. Some 
politicians eventually went to prison for their 
greed. 


Even in Portugal, which has long been a byword 
for corruption and nepotism, the voters have 
finally had enough. The country’s former Socialist 
prime minister, Jose Socrates, was flung in jail six 
months ago after being unable to account for how 
€20 million ended up in his overseas bank 
accounts. Socrates was accused of corruption, 
tax fraud and money laundering but hasn't yet 
been charged with anything because officials from 
the Finance Ministry are still trying to work out 
how he came by such a large sum of money. 


The delicious irony is that Socrates is languishing 
in a special prison built just for corrupt officials. 
The gaol was opened at a ceremony by Mr 
Socrates just a few years earlier when he was 
prime minister and now the Former PM is Prisoner 


| just woke 
25| 


ир one morning OM 

and all this had 

appeared out of (4 
nowhere 


Мо 44 in a prison with a maximum capacity of 45 
inmates. The prison is currently full and has a 
waiting list. No doubt Mr Socrates wishes he 
hadn't been quite so tough by insisting that the 
inmates of his new gaol couldn’t have TVs in their 
cells or many of the other creature comforts 
found in normal prisons. 


In other parts of the world, the political elite and 
the bureaucrats who do their bidding are carrying 
on as if it were business as usual despite the 
Internet and freedom of expression shining a light 
on their venal practices. Voters increasingly 
realise that they have been robbed for years by a 
smug elite. Whether it's the customs officials of 
Katmandu or the Prime Minister of Portugal, the 
game is now up for officialdom. Corruption that 
was once hidden is now being exposed and we 
might soon be able to look forward to a time when 
far more of the corrupt elite are held to account 
for their actions. 


In the meantime, just imagine iFa Former socialist 
prime minister with a bulging bank balance and no 
clear source of where his money had come from 
had been in power in the UK. It's absolutely 
unthinkable. Oh wait... 


A BETTER PLAN. 
A BETTER FUTURE. 


. Renew my season ticket for 
Doncaster Rovers 


. Grovel to David, my brother 


, 2 Apply for a job on "The Trews" 
with my mate Russell Brand 


. Apply for Aldi loyalty card 


: Campaign for "Safe Spaces" in k 
Hogwarts for Muggles 


. Campaign for gender 
segregated quidditch 
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І knew this 
would come 
in handy 


A BETTER PLAN. 
A BETTER FUTURE. 


Ed Miliband 


25th September 2010 
8th May 2015 


À “Doh” i 


Well if it's too big for this 
kitchen, we'll have to put it in the 
other kitchen. We've got to find some 
use for it, it cost me £30,000. 


CONTR 
s PARMA A 


A COUNTRY WHER 


NERATIOCT 
NEXT GEN! 5 
2, оо BETTER THAN 


E O BUY ^ 
HOMES T > 
6 ACTION ON RENT 


Zp nile 
suLabour Ed- 


SOCIAL JUSTICE WARRIOR TEARS 
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Following a crushing election defeat for Labour and the resignation of Ed Miliband 
we have a massive surplus of stock and are now offering a great half price deal. 


A Laurie Penny Le, Follow 


| don't have a problem with this. The 
bravery of past generations does not oblige 
us to be cowed today. 


Р Laurie Penny e Follow 


| No, what's disgusting is that some people 
are more worried about a war memorial 
than the destruction of the welfare state. 


SPEECH WARS 


Episode eleven. The Secular Alliance is delighted that the politicians promising 
blasphemy laws to the even darker side of the force, were utterly crushed in 
the elections. Moe the Merciless and his Muslamic hordes have suffered a huge 
setback in their plans to spread blasphemy laws throughout the galaxy and as 
usual when they don't get their own way there is inevitably a backlash... 


Well it looks like you 
are not going to have to 
move to a galaxy far far 


E my ticket can be changed to 
away Princess V - \ Paul O'Grad 
Y ES y 
With any luck Russell Jj N 
x 4 


Brand will join him after | й y не makes а living out 
making an utter tool of 4 ў of being an utter tool, 
himself ` \ he once claimed 
) climate change causes 
terrorism 


l've contacted the travel 
agent to see if the name on 


LOL, Doesn't he know the 
Muslamic hordes want to 
emulate Moe and he said "І have 
been made victorious through, 


The guy doesn't Y 
know his arse from his 
elbow, so | doubt it 


KT 


What happened to 
the dumb ass politician 
that wanted to impose 

blasphemy laws? 


fuck this up so MA 
spectacularly? 48 


I told you to promise Moe 
blasphemy laws, not make 
yourself a laughing stock 
= 


What have I told you about 
thinking? You were put in your role by th 


eN 


What do you 
mean? | followed 


A BETTER PLAN. your instructions 


A BETTER FUTURE. 


RIP 


Islamophobia Laws 
24th April 2015 
8th May 2015 


We thought the 
pledge stone was 
a good idea 


Don't worry, as we 


speak our army of Social 
Justice Warriors and Useful 
Idiots are bringing down 
the new Government 


unions to do as you're told, not think for 
ourself. I’m now going to have to explain to 
my paymasters in the Middle East why we 
don't have phase one Sharia Law in 
place as expected 


BETTER PLAN. 
A BETTER FUTURE. 


RIP 


Islamophobia Laws 
24th April 2015 
8th May 2015 


- EN 


So let me get this straight, 
you're going to try and bring 
down the government on the 

basis the voting system is unfair? 
The same voting system you 
would have praised if 


Yes, people voted 
tactically and we got shafted 
by the Scots, but deep down 

we know everyone wants 
blasphemy laws 


They voted against you A 
because you were endorsed by 
that little shit weasel Owen Jones 
and that anti establishment crack 
head Russell Brand. You made this 
stupid pledge stone, you can't eat 
or drink properly and you stumbled 
off stage to a chorus of laughter. 
You're an utter clusterfuck. 


So what do 
| do now? 


lll resign 
immediately 
You have 2 choices, 


you can either resign or 
be stoned to death 


Your plan to stop our 
brothers and sisters voting 
worked you idiot 


We must use their 
democracy to destroy it, 
first we get islamophobia 
outlawed, which allows 

Sharia to slowly 
creep in 


We can be hypocrites 
all day long until we seize 
control of the state, then 

we can show our true 


We need to mobilise 
our Muslamic hordes with 
all the Social Justice Warriors 
and Useful Idiots they can 
muster to cause 
civil unrest 


No, we need to use 
the Social Justice 
Warriors and Useful 
Idiots to cause all the 
trouble so we aren't 


But, brother, 
voting in kafir 
elections is 
Haram 


But, brother that would 

make us hypocrites, like 

me being a pisshead and 
condemning alcohol 


So what do 
we do now? 


How about we 
blow up the Houses of 
Parliament? 


Good plan, 
ll get onto it 
straight away 


May 20th is Draw Mohammed Day and issue 14 of Vive Charlie will be released on the 20th 
with a special feature that will include all entries to our contest and other Mohammed 
cartoons from around the world. This week's winning entry comes from Andy Beckett. 


YOUR SIX FAVOURITE ELECTION LOSER 
MOMENTS, PLEASURE-RATED 


By James Delingpole 


Journalist, Author and Broadcaster 


Executive Editor, (OBreitbartLondon - I'm right about everything 
Buy The Little Green Book of Eco-Fascism here 


Ed Balls Losing His Seat 


Those of us on the right have waited nigh-on 
twenty years for our own "Portillo Moment" and 
here at last it was. Payback too, of course, for 
allthe damage Balls inflicted onthe UK economy 
while acting as Gordon Brown's evil Treasury 
henchman. If revenge is a dish best served cold 
then this one came pretty close to gastronomic 
absolute zero. 


Pleasure rating: Led Zeppelin reforming in their 
original line up (including the late John 
Bonham), looking and sounding like they did in 
1974 and playing a three hour concert for you 
and your thousand best mates, in your garden, 
twice over a long weekend while a party of 
dwarves commanded by Tyrion Lannister roll 
you spliffs of the finest sensimilla. 


The Utter Destruction Of The Liberal Democrats 


All those long years frantically covering up 
paedo scandals, desperately telling voters 
whatever they wanted to hear in the hope that 
one day they might fool enough people to give 
them а taste of power. Then they got it. And they 
blew it. For me, I'm afraid, the Schadenfreude 
provided by this one - especially when you think 
of Nick Clegg just a day or two ago touting 
himself as kingmaker of the next Coalition, 
either as the head of a Labour-led one or the 
heart of a Tory-led one - eclipses even that of 
the defenestration of Ed Balls. Hence.. 


Pleasure rating: being pleasured to the sound 
of Zadok the Priest by succubi and incubi while 
spoonfed pan fried foie gras by Megyn Fox/that 
chap from Poldark/Milo Yiannopoulos 
according to sexual preference. 


Ed Davey out 


As Secretary of State for Energy and Climate 
Change, Ed Davey was without question the 
most expensive, economically damaging and 
pointless minister in the last administration. He 
was also - despite or perhaps because of his 
Oxford PPE degree - incredibly obtuse. 


Pleasure rating: being invited for your first ever 
shoot, discovering you're a natural and killing 
more pheasants, partridges, snipe and grouse 
than the Marquess of Ripon managed in a 
season, or are killed by wind turbines in a 
weekend. (That's a lot of birds!) Then going on 
to kill a stag, a salmon, a fox and a baby seal, 
before scoring eight holes in one (let's not be 
greedy, eh?) at Royal St Andrews. 


Russell Brand revealed to be not just a fool but 
utterly ineffectual 


Atthe Spectator, Brendan O'Neill rates swarthy, 
orotond, penis-on-a-hairy-stick Russell Brand as 
the "biggest loser ofthe night." And it's certainly 
true that neither his ten-million Twitter 
following nor all those masochists who 
subscribe to his godawful vidcast the Trews 
appear to have done much to sway the outcome 
of this election. Then again, perhaps we 
underestimate him. This remember was the 
man who urged his followers not to vote. Had 
they not heeded their Messiah's command, 
perhaps we'd now be facing a Coalition starring 
Ed Miliband and that terrible Australian green 
woman, whatever her name was, who failed to 
win a seat. 


Pleasure rating: at a busy country pub at the 
height of summer a smooth-talking celebrity 
cad in a white suit has turned up in an open- 
topped sports car with cream leather seats and 
is trying to chat up your bird when suddenly he 
is caught short by a bout of explosive diarrhoea 
shortly to become a YouTube sensation. 


The sudden, excruciatingly painful, yet sweetly 
delicious death of English socialism 


What really won this election for the 
Conservatives wasn't so much anything David 
Cameron did as it was the electorate's 
instinctive antipathy towards any form of 
extremism. Ed Miliband was an 
unreconstructed Hampstead socialist 
campaigning on a hard left ticket. The thought 
of sucha zealot teaming up with the even harder 
left Scottish nationalists and running Britain 
into the ground was more than the English could 
bear. They held their noses and voted Dave. It 
will be quite some time before the English left 
makes that mistake again. With luck it never will. 


The English are not like the French. Que Dieu 
soit remercié! 


Pleasure rating: the bit in the battle to save 
Helm's Deep when Gandalf the White suddenly 
appears at the top of the hill with 


reinforcements and the one where Legolas runs 
up the trunk of that elephant monster thing and 
kills the crew with his nimble archery. Hurrah! 
The Orcish hordes have been confounded! 


Hasta La Vista, Gorgeous George! 


According to George Galloway, “racists” and 
“Zionists” were responsible for losing him his 
Bradford West seat. So, hurrah for racists and 
Zionists, eh? Still, politics’ loss will be the 
celebrity cat-impersonation-industry's gain. 


Expect to see a familiar bearded figure in a 
jumpsuit purring in a Whiskas commercial near 
you any time soon. 


Pleasure rating: Eating a bowl of Frosties served 
with the creamy top of a bottle of Jersey milk. 
Mmm. Miaow. Purr. Purr. 


is my favourite type of intellectual > 
counterpart, an Islamic Scholar. We have 
enlightened him with facts that contradict 
some of his core beliefs, which he has 
№ >> refused to accept. 
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Let's just check the 
electric chair is working 


Did Mohammed 
travel to the Moon on a 
winged horse? 


" Does the WE 
Sun orbit 
around the 
Earth? 


probably 
believe the 

Earth is 

flat too 


Sun set in 
a murky 
pond? 


Can ants 


Hmm, 
maybe I 
need to 

ask easier 


The 
faith is 


A strong in 


this one 


Can you 
prove he 
, doesn't? 


As you have witnessed, 
three months of education and several 
blasts of 10,000 volts are not effective in М 
removing a lifetime of religious indoctrination. 
Whilst science in this instance has been 
unable to find a cure for religion, it's 
been a lot of fun trying. 


Straya - 


Love it or Leave 


Redneck Rally 


By Staunch Atheist - Australia 


@StaunchA 


By now, many of you would have heard Australia 
had a rally - in 15 cities. The term rally is used 
loosely here; it was more like an all-in brawl with 
a few speakers and placards dotted around as 
props. And since the rally organisers were a 
combined effort between the Australian 
Defence League and the Christian right, I'm 
surprised they weren't laying into each other by 
the end of the day. And I feel certain that 
attendees departed, secure in the knowledge, 
that a top day was had by all. A stubby, a snag, 
a bit of biffo... what more could an Aussie want? 


But just as the MSM exaggerates, so do I. The 
truth is most of the violence was contained to 
Melbourne, Australia's arty centre, jam packed 
with Chardonnay-sipping, Parisian types with a 
contrasting proclivity for spitting on people 
whilst hurling refined adjectives such ‘you c----'. 
Because it is a well-known fact that when you're 
sure the other team are a bunch of racist 
rednecks, then that gives you the unassailable 
right to behave like a redneck too, in advance, 
like. Australia did not show its best side that 
Passover day. Or maybe that was our best side. 


Historically the ADL have had a strong neo-Nazi 
sentiment like their British counterparts the 
EDL. But it's not particularly rewarding hating 
Jews when they don't appear to be causing any 
trouble. And neo-Nazism is so yesterday, so the 
ADL have shifted their attention to the 
Islamafication of Australia, an issue everyone 
can sink their teeth into; even peace-loving 
Christians. It's an issue which most would agree 
- except those in gross denial - has brought the 
first cohort of people wishing violence on 
Australians, since WWII. I've lost count of the 
amount of Muslim terrorist attacks thwarted by 
the AFP now. And even as one Muslim family 
turned their own son in to the police, if you ask 
the left, it simply isn't true. It's a conspiracy on 
the part of Tony Abbott to cement his position 


as Prime Minister. 


In advertising the rally, organisers did a 
reasonable job ої concealing their АРІ 
affiliation, setting up a single-issue website and 
Facebook page, receiving almost 30,000 likes. 
This strategy worked, because for the first time 
one oftheir rallies attracted more than the usual 
fifteen people. In fact, it attracted thousands 
nationwide despite the inclement weather. And 
it's fair to say, judging by most of the speakers 
and signs; this was a genuine anti-Islamic rally. 
Bigoted, yes as some did display intolerance to 
Muslims as well as Islam. Racist? No. 


Bigotry was undoubtedly the motive of Sri 
Lankan YEC speaker Daniel Nulliah. It was the 
involvement of the Christian right in this rally 
that motivated atheists to decline. They have 
held-counter rallies (in a less confrontational 
manner) to Islamic ones in Australia before in 
which they chanted "Where are the women?” but 
what is the point of supporting a movement 
which seeks to replace one ridiculous set of 
beliefs for another? 


Inthe course ofthe day, most speakers declared 
their support for a multi-ethnic Australia. This 
should be taken at face value since the speakers 
group themselves were multi-ethnic. But the 
label of redneck rally was one which both sides 
earned. And even though it could be argued that 
the left invited a violent confrontation by 
choosingthe same time and location, when push 
came to shove, the right gave as good as they 
got. 


The bigotry was not one sided. Arguably, it was 
the actions of the left that demonstrated the 
greatest bigotry of all. The desperation ofthe left 
to quash freedom of expression was palpable 
and not a stone left unturned in their efforts to 
shut down the event entirely. Listing all their 


efforts would be tedious but | will highlight a few 
to give you a sense of their intolerance. Several 
Facebook pages were hacked, many, more than 
once. The official Reclaim Australia twitter 
account was also hacked — all with the intention 
oFslandering organisers and cancelling the event 
entirely. 


In Hobart, organisers received death threats and 
had a last minute venue change for safety 
reasons in the name of peaceful protest. But the 
counter-protesters followed them to the new 
location and were not satisfied until at least one 
had been charged with assault. The ‘free speech, 
but brigade’ is making a serial habit of 
disallowing free speech as they have done so 
many times at universities across the country. 
Only ideas the left agree with can be explored 
within the walls of tertiary institutions. 


There were numerous attempts to slander the 
Reclaim Australia group. Apart from hacking 
accounts and posting comments in their name, 
they uploaded photos of faceless people 
brandishing knives, passing them off as 
members of Reclaim Australia. This failed, 
though, as it turned out the pictures were taken 
from a national documentary on Melbourne 
Lebanese gangs. And this may be one of the most 
frequent phrases seen on twitter but the urge to 
say ‘oh the irony’ of using Muslim gang pictures 
overwhelms me. 


At the rally itself the left brought microphones 
and shrieked ‘f--- you, f--- you’ in an attempt to 
drown out speeches. In Sydney, the stage was 
invaded by the left who snatched the 
microphone off a woman telling them about the 
time she was kidnapped and brutally beaten and 
raped by a Muslim gang who left her with 
multiple fractures for which she spent months 
in hospital. Whilst I'm sure that rape in Australia 
is not confined to Muslim men, it is concerning 
that this religion has a prophet who openly 
condoned the capture and rape of infidel 
women. 


Speaking of Muslims, who needs radical 
Muslims to march down the streets of 
Melbourne burning flags and threatening Ayaan 
Hirsi Ali and Christopher Hitchens when the 
loony left are falling over themselves to behave 
violently and burn flags on the Muslims behalf, 
right? What a disaster! 


Conversely, the redneck right managed to earn 
their name by their choice of speaker alone. Ex- 
Senator Pauline Hanson followed up the 
speaker supporting a multi-ethnic Australia by 
getting a bit confused and ranting on about 
'foreigners' buying up all the Australian land. It's 
anybody's guess why she brought this up since 
I think she meant the Chinese. I realise that 
Hanson isn't known for her reasoned thinking 
skills, but you'd think she could at least 
remember what the rally was supposed to be 
about. 


But, all things considered, the rally imparted 
their message to policy makers, loud and clear. 
One people, one law. Sharia will not be tolerated 
in Australia despite the Islamic Council's recent 
request for it. And not only that, Australians are 
largely a secular country and do not want their 
money to fund mosques, via halal certification, 
in the same way they do not want their taxes 
funding Christian churches. And it's important 
to recognise that our culture, as new as it is, has 
equal validity. As one sign said, ‘I do not mind 
sharing my country, but why should I forsake 
my culture for yours?’ Notably absent were the 
signs saying, ‘democracy go to hell’, ‘behead 
those who insult the prophet’, and ‘death to 
juice’ (sic). 


The organisers deemed the rally so successful 
they have set a date for another on July18/19. 
Hey, maybe I'll go. My partner was state boxing 
champion once. Maybe he could show mea few 
moves... that will solve this problem of religion, 
once and for all. 
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Welcome to another 
edition of Blind Date, with me 
Katie Hopkins. So my little bearded 
muppet, tell me what's your name 
and where are you from? 


My name is 
Moe and І am the 
motorcycle messenger 
of the one true God, 
Allan and I'm from 
Medina 


You are in for a My name 
treat tonight ladies. My name is is Aisha and My name is 
Tell me what are Fatima and I'm from Yvonne and 
your names and I'm from Tower I'm from 
where are you Bradford Hamlets Scotland 
rom? 
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Ok Moe, 
what's your second 
question? Гат the 
master of my 
household, if you de 3 
were to become жа alg 

one of my wives, 

would you be 
prepared to do as 
you are told? 

y € 
# 


hh 


| 
| 


Ok Moe, 
what's your third The Quran 
question? commands that 
women must put 
out whenever their JS 
master demands. If сво IS 
you were one of 
25 


my wives would 
you be happy to 
put out on demand 


or be beaten if 
you refuse? 
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OK Moe, last 
question, then it's make 
your mind up time 


9 


When І martyr EN 
myself and go to e» = чо 
paradise are you J 
happy to stand by 


and watch me 
deflower my 72 


virgins? 2 & 


EN 


OK, Moe you've heard 
from our lovely ladies and 
now you must make your 


mind up. Which one are Allan 
you going to choose? Ackbar 


| only have 


one wife at gm en Gg 
home, so I'm X 
going to choose 


all three of 
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When we launched Vive Charlie I was fully 
prepared for Islamist death threats and maybe 
even an Owen Jones or Lee Jasper showdown. 
To date none of these have occurred. What I 
wasn't prepared for was the defection of a 
former contributor, and a small handful of 
readers and patrons, to the dark side. Don't 
worry this isn't an extension of Speech Wars. By 
the dark side I mean the self-appointed editors 
of freedom of speech. 


During the last two weeks we've been given 
ultimatums that, to paraphrase, go along the 
lines of, 'If you're going to be hiring Katie 
Hopkins then I'm off', and, 'You've sold out by 
supporting Katie Hopkins, I was there at the 
beginning, you've lost a follower’. The 
implication of these 2 milder examples being 
that a.) we pay Katie, or b.) we get paid BY Katie. 
Oh how that made me laugh as I tucked into my 
20p Tesco Value range tinned potatoes and 16p 
mushy peas. Putting aside the financial 
misconceptions these ultimatums reminded me 
of being in school. 'If you're playing with him/ 
her then I'm not going to be your friend.' Or 
those early immature relationships, ‘It’s me or 
your dog / cat / kids / friend / @KatieHopkins 
(delete as applicable). Inevitably the person 
making the ultimatum loses out. if it's you or my 
cats, I choose my cats every time. 


Upon being unfollowed part of me thought, 
"Fuck 'em", but another part of me felt sad that 
someone was rejecting our 'baby' (VC) simply 
because someone they didn't like was having an 
input into little Charlie's development. The 
sadness lasted about as long as the Coronation 
Street adverts and then I settled on "Fuck 'em". 
You see, if there's one thing I've learned from 
following Katie Hopkins' Twitterfeed it's that 
there are some people that just don't get it. No 
matter how many times you explain freedom of 
speech or freedom of expression, they still think 
there's a 'but' or a 'proviso' clause. There 
certainly aren't any 'only if I agree with you or 
like you' clauses. To cite a couple of examples, 
Old Holborn is a self-identified libertarian and 
doesn't believe in the current electoral system. 


Idisagree, I believe itis your duty to vote. Iwould 
support compulsory voting if it was an option. 
As for Katie, I'm overweight, with a strong 
regional accent, so you can see we don't agree 
on a couple of things. But I look forward to 
reading Old Holborn and Katie for many 
reasons. They both make me challenge my own 
beliefs. I may not ultimately change my beliefs 
but I will always consider a well presented 
argument. They're both very articulate and 
engaging writers. They're both strong 
supporters of free speech and have a sense of 
humour and quick wit I would sell your 
grandmother for. In addition they're like Israel, 
a tiny beacon of freedom in a continent of 
offence, blasphemy and censorship. We are 
inundated with lefties, we've been weaned on 
‘diversity’, ‘feelings’, privileged guilt and ‘we're 
richer for it’, and so few free speakers have 
broken through to have the equivalent media 
exposure. When they do they’re attacked and 
every attempt made to silence them, get them 
fired from their jobs or dropped by their 
publications. I'd wager that, given the chance, 
many of their detractors would support corporal 
and capital punishment for the crime of having 
and sharing opinions. 


So for those of us with Vive Charlie, readers and 
contributors alike, Katie Hopkins has been the 
crucible within which we've galvanised our belief 
in freedom of speech and tempered our steely 
determination to continue along a path that 
some want to make ‘no entry’. Whether we all 
agree on an opinion or not is irrelevant. What 
matters is that those opinions have a space to 
be aired. Jazz hands please! 


Here is my ultimatum to you. It's as follows; read 
Vive Charlie or don't read Vive Charlie. That's all. 
We won't be upset if you watch Russell Brand's 
"Trews' between issues either. He's a cuntfuckle 
ickledicklehead speaking in tongues but he's free 
to speak in tongues all he likes. His existence has 
given us something else to lampoon. So if you 
hate Katie, good for you, but don't expect us to 
drop her. She's welcome to come and go at Vive 
Charlie for as long as she's free ;-) 


Yemen AI Qaeda Leader, Nasr 
bin Ali al-Ansi, Who Claimed 
Credit for Charlie Hebdo Attack, 
Killed in U.S. Drone Strike 


Gorgeous George Galloway was confident of retaining his seat 
in the election. When his 10,000 majority turned into an 11,000 
majority for his opponent, he blamed racists and Zionists for 

his defeat to his Asian opponent Naz Shah. mm 
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A Response to My Critics - This Is a War 
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Some are saying I provoked this attack. But to kowtow 
to violent intimidation will only encourage more of it. 


Sunday in Garland, Texas, a police officer was 
wounded in a battle that is part of a longstanding war: 
the war against the freedom of speech. Some people 
are blaming me for the Garland shooting - so I want to 
address that here. 


And make no mistake: If it weren't for the free-speech 
conference, these jihadis would have struck 
somewhere else — a place where there was less 
security, like the Lindt cafe in Australia or the Hyper 
Cacher Kosher supermarket in Paris. 


So, why are some people blaming me? They're saying: 
“Well, she provoked them! She got what she deserved!” 
They don’t remember, or care to remember, that as the 
jihadis were killing the Muhammad cartoonists in 
Paris, their friend and accomplice was murdering Jews 
in a nearby kosher supermarket. Were the Jews asking 
for it? Did they "bait" the jihadis? Were they 
“provoking” them? 


Are the Jews responsible for the Nazis? Are the 
Christians in the Middle East responsible for being 
persecuted by Muslims? 


Drawing Muhammad offends Islamic jihadists? So 
does being Jewish. How much accommodation of any 
kind should we give to murderous savagery? To 
kowtow to violent intimidation will only encourage 
more of it. 


This is a war. 


Now, after the Charlie Hebdo attack, and after the 
Garland attack, what are we going to do? Are we going 
to surrender to these monsters? 


The attack in Garland showed that everything my 
colleagues and I have been warning about regarding 
the threat of jihad, and the ways in which it threatens 
our liberties, is true. Islamic law, Sharia, with its death 
penalty for blasphemy, today constitutes a unique 
threat to the freedom of speech and liberty in general. 


Freedom of speech is the foundation of a free society. 
Without it, a tyrant can wreak havoc unopposed, while 
his opponents are silenced. 


Putting up with being offended is essential in a 
pluralistic society in which people differ on basic 


truths. If a group will not stand for being offended 
without resorting to violence, that group will rule 
unopposed, while everyone else lives in fear. 


Islamic law as it’s interpreted by extremists forbids 
criticism of Islam, the Quran, and Muhammad. If they 
cannot be criticized in the United States, we are in effect 
accepting Islamic law as overriding the freedom of 
speech. This would establish Muslims as a protected 
class and prevent honest discussion of how Islamic 
jihadists use the texts and teachings of Islam to justify 
violence. 


Some say that “hate speech” should be censored. But 
what constitutes “hate speech" is a subjective 
judgment that is unavoidably influenced by the 
political perspective of the one doing the judging. 


Allowing this sort of censorship would mean nothing 
less civilizational suicide. Many in the media and 
academic elite assign no blame to an ideology that calls 
for death to blasphemers — i.e., those who criticize or 
offend Islam. Instead, they target and blame those who 
expose this fanaticism. If the cultural elites directed 
their barbs and attacks at the extremist doctrine of 
jihad, the world would be a vastly safer place. 


You can try to avoid reality, but you cannot avoid the 
consequences of avoiding reality. The shootings in 
Garland, Paris, and Copenhagen targeting defenders 
of free speech, and the raging jihad across the Middle 
East, Africa, and Europe, are the disastrous 
consequences of avoiding reality. 


I encourage all Americans to watch the videos of the 
Garland event and see what Islamic supremacists wish 
to silence: basic, elemental free speech arguments. 


But we are unbowed. Even when the venue was in 
lockdown and hundreds of attendees were ushered 
down into the auditorium, the crowd was singing the 
Star Spangled Banner and G-d Bless America. In the 
face of fear, they were staunchly and uniquely 
American. 


To learn who rules over you, simply find out whom 
you cannot criticize. If the international media had run 
the Danish cartoons back in 2005, none of this could 
have happened. The jihadis wouldn't have been able 
to kill everyone. But by self-censoring, the media gave 
the jihadis the power they have today. 


We must take back our freedom. 


1 | My Name is Bosch and I’m a Recovered Muslim 


By Bosch Fawstin 


Cartoonist, blogger, creator of the anti-jihad superhero, Pigman. Eisner 
Award nominee and winner of the inaugural AFDI Mohammed Art Contest 


fawstin.blogspot.com 


My name is Bosch and I'ma recovered Muslim. 


Thatis, if Muslims don't kill me for leaving Islam, 
which it requires them to do. That's just one of 
the reasons I've been writing and drawing 
against Islam and its Jihad for a number of years 
now. But fortunately for us, Islam hasn't been 
able to make every Muslim its slave, just as 
Nazism wasn't able to turn every German into 
a Nazi. So there is Islam and there are Muslims. 
Muslims who take Islam seriously are at war 
with us and Muslims who don't aren't. 


Butthatdoesn't mean we should considerthese 
reluctant Muslims allies against Jihad. I've been 
around Muslims my entire life and most of them 
truly don't care about Islam. The problem I have 
with many of these essentially non-Muslim 
Muslims, especially in the middle of this war 
being waged on us by their more consistent co- 
religionists, is that they give the enemy cover. 
They force us to play a game of Muslim Roulette 
since we can't tell which Muslim is going to blow 
himself up until he does. And their indifference 
about the evil being committed in the name of 
their religion is a big reason why their 
reputation is where it is. 


So while I understand that most Muslims are 
not at war with us, they've proven in their 
silence and inaction against jihad that they're 
not on our side either, and there's nothing we 
can say or do to change that. We just have to 
finally accept it and stop expecting them to 
come around, while doing our best to kill those 
who are trying to kill us. 


Another problem with Muslims who aren't very 
Muslim is that they lead some among us to 
conclude that they must be practicing a more 
enlightened form of Islam. They're not. They're 
"practicing" life in non-Muslim countries, where 
they are free to live as they choose. But their 
"Islam" is not the Islam. There's no separate 
ideology apart from Islam that's being practiced 
by these Muslims in name only, there's no such 
thing as "Western Islam". 


@BoschFawstin 


Non-observant Muslims are not our problem, 
but neither are they the solution to our 
problem. Our problem is Islam and its most 
consistent practitioners. There is nothing in 
Islam that stays the hand of Muslims who want 
to kill non-Muslims. If an individual Muslim is 
personally peaceful, it's not because of Islam, 
it's because of his individual choice, which is 
why I often say that your average Muslim is 
morally superior to Mohammad, to their own 
religion. The very rare Muslim who helps us 
against Jihad is acting against his religion, but 
that doesn't stop some among us from thinking 
that his existence somehow means that he 
represents more than himself. 


The only reason we're talking about Islam is 
because it doesn't mean peace. Islam wasn't 
hijacked by a "small minority of extremists" on 
9/11, it was hijacked by a very small minority of 
moderates whose embarrassment in being 
associated with such an immoderate religion 
leads them to engage in moderate truth telling 
about it, proving their irrelevance as allies. 


In addition to these politically active 
moderates, when you see well-assimilated 
Muslims in the West, you're not seeing Islam in 
action, you're seeing individuals living up to the 
old adage, when in Rome, do as the Romans do. 
They're essentially post-Islamic Muslims who 
have rejected Islamic values and have 
embraced Western ones. But since the process 
of their assimilation was implicit - as it 
happened naturally by their exposure to 
Western, i.e., pro-life, values - both Muslims 
and non-Muslims alike prefer to generously 
giveIslam some creditfor it. Buta good Muslim, 
by our standards is a bad Muslim by Islamic 
standards. Objectively good human beings, 
who identify themselves as Muslim, give Islam 
a good face, one far better then it deserves. This 
only gives us a false impression about what it 
is we're facing, with just another excuse not to 
faceit. And this leadsto our acceptance into our 
culture of stealth jihadists who have figured out 
how to say what we want to hear, while they 


scheme behind the scenes to further Islamize 
the West. 


In the name of distinguishing the enemy from 
Muslims who mean us no harm, far too many 
Western commentators have avoided using the 
name "Islam" for the enemy's ideology, and 
instead have decided to create their very own 
terms for the threat we're facing, terms that are 
alien to the enemy. 


Terms such as: 


e Islamic Fundamentalism. 
e Islamic Extremism. 
e Totalitarian Islam. 
e Islamofascism. 

e Islamonazism. 

e Political Islam. 

e Bin Ladenism. 

e Radical Islam. 

e Militant Islam. 

e Islamism. 

e Jihadism. 


We didn't use terms such as “Radical Nazism”, 
"Extremist Shinto" and "Militant Communism" 
in the past. “Militant Islam”, Political Islam”, etc., 
are redundant terms. Our pretending otherwise 
has proven disastrous. Thousands of American 
lives, both civilian and military, have been 
sacrificed because of policies predicated on the 
myth that “Islam means peace." We didn't try to 
reform Shinto or Nazism during World War II; 
the major changes in those cultures took place 
only after we thoroughly de-militarized them. 


And it's no accident that Western analysts of 
Islam who are most informed about Islam are 
also most critical of it, while those least 
informed are least critical. But then there are 
those who, in their study of Islam, have become 
so enamored with their subject that, instead of 
sticking to what Islam is, they often write about 
what it isn’t, what they hope it might be. They 
seem preoccupied with doing their part to save 
Islam from those who have allegedly corrupted it. 


The Muslim world is where the true meaning of 
Islam can be found in practice. Islam - not any 
alleged deviant form of it - means misogyny, 
censorship, anti-Semitism, homophobia, wife 
censorship, anti-Semitism, homophobia, wife- 
beatings, beheadings, honor killings, 
pedophilia/“child marriages”, murdering 
infidels, etc. This is evil, and Islam sanctions 
because it's a religion. every bit of it, but we've 


been told that we must respect "one of the 
world's great religions" because it's a religion. 
Following 9/11, the only thing George W. Bush 
knew about Islam was that it was a religion, and 
that apparently was a good enough reason for 
him to exonerate it as he did. And his advisor 
onIslam, David Forte, told Bush exactly what he 
wanted to hear, that "Nothing this evil could 
come from religion." But 9/11 did come from a 
religion. Whatever else 9/11 was, it was an act 
of faith. 


And Bush saying "Islam is peace" shortly after 
9/11 gave the enemy a gift they couldn't have 
foreseen. Here was the one man who was 
charged to defend America from their attack 
and here he was defending the very ideology 
that motivated the attackers. Honesty isthe best 
policy in general, and when it comes to war, it's 
a moral imperative to find out the truth, to tell 
the truth and to act on the truth, no matter what 
sacred cow is killed in the process. And so a big 
part of why nearly 3,000 victims of jihad on 9/11 
haven't been avenged is because of respect for 
religion, even for a religion that calls for our 
destruction. 


Muslims who really care about Islam are part of 
an organized effort to spread Islam, and I 
sometimes refer to this collective effort by 
Muslims as "Organized Islam." No matter the 
means involved, Muslims working towards a 
more Islamic world want the same thing the 
jihadists want. This organized effort includes 
Mosques, Muslim organizations, Muslim 
individuals writing books, blog posts, etc. And 
they all invariably engage in anti-Western, Anti- 
Israeli propaganda, at the very least. 


I often hear that we should be working with the 
Muslim world. Working towards what? As Ayn 
Rand writes, “In any collaboration between two 
men (or two groups) who hold different basic 
principles, it is the more evil or irrational one 
who wins.” Any time we spend “working” with a 
culture that calls for our destruction, we are 
working towards our own destruction, 
consciously or not. 


While it’s true that jihadists don't represent 
most Muslims, they do represent Islam. But 
then why don't most Muslims engage in jihad? 
Like in any culture, heroes are a small minority, 
and that goes for Islamic culture as well. The 
jihadists are Islam's heroes; they are the ones 
most dedicated to following Allah's commands 
and they're celebrated in the Muslim world for it. 


They are also the only ones to whom Islam 
guarantees paradise. And their rarity was made 
even clearer when we learned that only the 
pilots of 9/11 knew it was a suicide mission. Our 
enemy knows that it's tough to get even 
hardcore Muslims to sacrifice their lives for 
Islam, but they don't want us to know that. Just 
as they don't want us to know that behind their 
boast that they love death is the fact that they 
hate life. 


And while Muslims who blow themselves up in 
order to kill non-Muslims are a small minority, 
Muslims who would explicitly condemn them 
are an even smaller minority. And while I think 
that Muslims are mere sheep to their Jihadist 
wolves, there are also too many Muslim 
cheerleaders for jihad, How many Muslims 
celebrated 9/11? Far too many. Even in my own 
lax Muslim upbringing in America, there was an 
omnipresent anti-Semitism and misogyny. 
Some members of my family admired Adolph 
Hitler, who I refer to as “Islam’s Favorite Infidel.” 
Regarding misogyny, the birth of a girl became 
lay of mourning for Muslim women in my 
family; they understood the suffering this girl 
would endure under Islam, even in America. 


Though we say we've been at war for over ten 
years, we haven't even begun to fight the war 
the way we should be fighting it. And those 
calling for a change within Islam during this war 
would be surprised at how much Islam can be 
changed through an honest war on our behalf. 
You can’t make a violent religion like Islam non- 
violent by argument, only by greater retaliatory 
force against state sponsors of jihad terrorism. 


The future of Islam and the well-being of 
Muslims is said to be of importance to us. Post 
- 9/11, the defense of our culture, our values, 
our very lives has been optional, but our defense 
of Islam has been absolute. It began with Bush's 
“Islam is peace” and it continues with Obama, 
who said in his Submission Speech in Egypt in 
2009, in front of members of The Muslim 
Brotherhood, “I consider it part of my 
responsibility as president of the United States 
to fight against negative stereotypes of Islam 
wherever they appear.” If only he felt the same 
about America. 


We can't be both for Islam and for ourselves. 
This enemy is fully on their own side and fully 
against us and they've made themselves believe 
that they're the good guys and that we're the 
bad guys, and our actions have done nothing 


but turn their hatred of us into an ever- 
deepening contempt. Before we see the enemy 
for what it is, we need to see ourselves for what 
we are. Only then can we, with full moral 
conviction, make them pay for what they've 
done and move us towards victory. 


Our problem is not "Islamophobia", but 
Islamophilia. It is this uncritical, uninformed, 
absolute defense of Islam by Western elites 
after 9/11 that I refer to as Islamgate. It's a 
scandal for the ages that few involved would 
ever admit to being part of. 


I care about the truth. I care about Western 
Civilization. I care about myself, my loved ones 
and my friends. I care about life. And that's why 
I don't care about Islam. 


Our altruistic concern for the future and well 
being of the Muslim world has come at the 
expense of American lives and treasure. We've 
placed the well being of "The Muslim World" 
above our own self-defense. We've placed 
today's Big Lie, “Islam means peace", above the 
truth we need to act on. We've placed the lives 
of Muslim civilians above the lives of our 
soldiers, placing them in absolutely 
unnecessary danger in order to protect 
innocent (or even guilty) civilians. Our Rules of 
Engagement might as well be renamed the 
Golden Rules of Engagement, as our soldiers 
have been forced to treat the enemy the wey 
we'd like to be treated. And the enemy takes full 
advantage of that, as they do ofall of the policies 
our morally vain politicians have concocted. We 
need to shift the focus onto our own well-being 
at the enemy's expense for a change. 


We've tried everything since 9/11 except real 
war. War is the answer to Jihad. 


So who cares about Islam? Muslims, Jihadists, 
Islamophiles, Leftists who naturally side with 
anti-American ideologies, guilt-ridden fellow 
travelers who think America is usually in the 
wrong, and religionists who believe any religion 
is better than none. But since Leftists and 
Islamophiles usually know very little about 
Islam, who truly cares about Islam? Those who 
are at war with us. 


In the end, I care about Islam and the Muslim 
world as much as the Muslim world cares about 
America and the West. This is war. We can't be 
on both sides. I'm not rooting for Islam or the 
Muslim world. I'm rooting for us. 
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м. | PEN Members Forget Purpose of Free Speech 


Robert Spe 
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merica: The Truth 
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he War We're In. Follow him 


With every passing day I feel more like Walter 

k in The Bi ki: I feel like opening 
my office window and bellowing, “Has the whole 
world gone crazy? Am I the only one around here 
who gives a s*** about the rules?" The rule in 
question, of course, is the First Amendment, 
specifically its protection of the freedom of 
speech. In this cheap, cowardly, and superficial 
age, even key members of an organization 
dedicated to its defense have thrown it under 
the bus. 


PEN was founded to defend free expression. 


That is what it had intended to do when it 
decided to give its annual Freedom of 
Expression Courage award to two members of 
the Charlie Hebdo staff who were not murdered 
in January's jihad massacre at its offices: Editor 
in Chief Gerard Biard, and staff member Jean- 
Baptiste Thoret. 


But six PEN members — writers Peter Carey, 
Michael Ondaatje, Francine Prose, Teju Cole, 
Rachel Kushner and Taiye Selasi — took 
umbrage. Sniffed Carey: 


A hideous crime was committed, but was it a 
freedom-of-speech issue for PEN America to be 
self-righteous about? All this is complicated by 
PEN's seeming blindness to the cultural 
arrogance of the French nation, which does not 
recognize its moral obligation to a large and 
disempowered segment of their population. 


“Cultural arrogance.” The French, you see, and 
Charlie Hebdo in particular, have manifested 
“cultural arrogance" by persisting in saying and 
doing things that offend the sensibilities of 
Muslims, who in France are “disempowered.” 


The idea that the murderers of the cartoonists 
displayed a good deal of “cultural arrogance” of 
their own by murdering the cartoonists in the 


service of Islam's blasphemy law, to which the 
cartoonists did not subscribe, doesn’t seem to 
have entered Casey's mind. Or if it did, he waved 
it away — after all, the poor Muslims in France 
are “disempowered.” 


Deborah Eisenberg, another writer dissatisfied 
with PEN's decision of award recipient, was 
likewise solicitous of Muslim feelings: 


What question is what PEN is hoping to convey 
by awarding a magazine that has become 
famous both for the horrible murder of staff 
members by Muslim extremists and for its 
denigrating portrayals of Muslims. Charlie 
Hebdo's symbolic significance is unclear here. 


It was left to someone who should well 
understand the importance of the freedom of 
speech, and the necessity for free societies to 
defend it, to explain that significance. Salman 
Rushdie declared: 


Itis quite right that PEN should honour [Charlie 
Hebdo's] sacrifice and condemn their murder 
without these disgusting "buts." 


But aren't Muslims in France "disempowered"? 
Rushdie waved aside such nonsense: 


This issue has nothing to do with an oppressed 
and disadvantaged minority. It has everything 
to do with the battle against fanatical Islam, 
which is highly organised, well funded, and 
which seeks to terrify us all, Muslims as well as 
non Muslims, into a cowed silence. These six 
writers have made themselves the fellow 
travellers of that project. Now they will have the 
dubious satisfaction of watching PEN tear itself 
apart in public. 


That's right: we will all get to watch an 
organization devoted to defending the freedom 
of expression being torn apart by members who 


are unwilling to put aside Leftist multiculturalist 
fantasies long enough to defend the freedom of 
expression. 


Carey said that he wrote to PEN's president “to 
say that I did not wish to have my name, without 
my knowledge or prior approval, publicly linked 
to a political position I did not hold.” That 
political position was apparently the idea that 
Islam, like all other belief systems and ideas, can 
be criticized, found wanting, rejected, and even 
mocked. 


Carey, like many Leftists today, apparently 
believes that the freedom of expression should 
only be accorded to those with whom he agrees. 
The rest can be forcibly silenced, even murdered 
— as long as the thugs and murderers are 
members of a victim class duly recognized by 
the Left. 


What he and the other proponents of self- 
censorship in the wake of the Charlie Hebdo 
jihad massacre have forgotten, or perhaps never 
knew, is that freedom of speech as a legal 
concept is meant precisely to protect speech 


that others find offensive. Offense is а 
subjective judgment, and if the powerful can 
silence the powerless on the pretext that their 
speech is offensive, they can establish their 
tyranny unopposed. 


The freedom of speech is the foundation of any 
and every free society; no society is free without 
it. It is the fundamental sine qua non of 
pluralism. A society in which people differ 
Sharply on fundamental issues without trying to 
gain hegemony over one another or kill one 
another is only possible if it is an integral part 
of the social contract. We all must put up with 
offense, even to our core beliefs, without 
resorting to violence. 


As members of PEN, the organization dedicated 
to defense of freedom of expression, not only 
come out for self-censorship and bowing to 
violent intimidation, but are self-righteous 
about doing so, it's clear that the whole world 
really is going crazy. No one around here gives 
a s*** about the First Amendment or freedom 
of expression. And so, before too long, we will 
all be able to wave it goodbye. 


@causticbob has a wonderful habit of offending everyone. 


Whether you're black, white, yellow or brown. Male, female, 
gay, left wing, right wing, racist or stupid; You're a target... 


Little Johnny is watching television and since it's the beginning of the 
campaign season he sees lots of ads and stories about politics. It's all so 
confusing to a little boy so he does what any little boy would do, he goes 
and asks his dad. 


"Dad, what is politics? It's on TV and I don't know what it's all about." 
"Well, Johnny, politics is very hard to explain, but maybe a story is the best 
to teach you about it." 


"As the man of the house, I go to work every day. I earn money that I use 
to support us and buy us all the nice things we have. In our family I would 
be Capitalism." 


"Now I really don't handle any of that money. I give it all to your mother 
and she manages it even though I don't know where it all goes. Think of 
your mother as the Government." 


"So, between us creating wealth and managing wealth, your mother and І 
support you. Think of yourself as the People." 


"We also give money to the nanny so that she will take care of you when 
we're not around. She is the Working Class." 


"Your baby brother doesn't do anything yet, but he will. He is the Future." 
This was a lot for little Johnny to take in. He kisses his dad and mom 
goodnight and goes to bed. As he drifts off to sleep he thinks about 
everything his dad said about politics. When he wakes up the next morning, 
it's all crystal clear. Excitedly he runs downstairs. 

"Dad! Dad! I understand politics!" 

"Johnny, that's great. So, how would you explain politics to me?" 


"It's easy! While the Government is asleep, Capitalism is screwing the 
Working Class, the People are being ignored and the Future is in deep shit." 


- Q 
Я 
t 


- M ALCUN 
ДНУ УР 


If you're not 
voting Muslim you're 
not coming in 
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CHARLIE HEBDO AND THE 
TURDS THAT WON'T FLUSH 
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'Ding' 'Ding' Round 57... 


‘He's obsessed’ you remark. Well yes actually, I 
am a bit. But even when I think enough should 
have been said on this matter yet more turds 
float to the surface and I think it important to 
try and flush them. By now however, it's 
beginning to feel like nothing so muchas playing 
Whac-A-Mole. But with turds. 


Much has already been written about the PEN 
debacle. This by Tom Owolade is typically good. 
I have also attacked Glenn Greenwald's 
laughable contribution here. But the same 
tropes keep coming up again and again. 10 days 
after the massacre I posted this long and, I had 
forlornly hoped, exhaustive piece breaking 
down the various forms of apologia. I think it 
holds up. However, the superbug like inability 
for some of this bullshit to die is quite 
something to behold and is itself worthy of 
examination. 


As I said at the time, the filthy fifth-columnist 
detritus require little examination. They are 
Islamists and wish to exculpate Islamists. The 
Useless Idiots like Nabilla Ramadi suffer from a 
form of Muslim nationalism that makes her 
bend any truth or logic to ensure that all 
Muslims are not tarred with the same brush. 
Even though no serious person seeks to do so. 


But there are the others. The sort of smart, 
talented and lauded person who when not 
writing novels sends letters to PEN explaining 
why the unbelievably brave shouldn't be 
granted a bravery award. These are the ones 
deserving a second glance. Yes, because they 
really should be allies but also because their 
problems are seemingly a touch more 
complicated. 


As Owolade wrote: 


Charlie Hebdo is a satirical magazine whose 


By David Paxton 


"We who are about to be offended salute you" 


website 


staff were murdered for the crime of 
blasphemy. This fact alone should entail 
support and sympathy from everyone who 
believes the right to mock ideas and cause 
offence trumps acquiescence to blasphemy law. 


This is obvious. He goes further: 


But Charlie Hebdo are not racist and their staff 
were not murdered for racism and hate speech. 
They were murdered for depicting a religious 
figure. 


And yet those writing to PEN, months after the 
event, keep insisting black is white. 


Good people, not horrible Tories like me, but 
proper lefty types, people who know, people 
who work for Charlie Hebdo, people who are 
French, folks that have actually sodding read it, 
tell them in many different ways, repeatedly, 
what Charlie Hebdo were/are about. It is crystal 
clear what they are about and there is no 
possible excuse for ignorance. Yet ignorance is 
what flows from the fingers and mouths of these 
weapons. This is no longer a lack of information, 
or even a difference of opinion, this is a mental 
condition. It is the practice of denying clear 
reality no matter how much evidence is 
smashed across their heads. 


As tempted as I am to call this mendacious, I 
truly believe most of it is not. They just don’t 
have the faculties to face up to objective reality 
and accept what that would mean for their 
comfort blanket of a world view. 


I previously described such people’s world view 
as following the 3 Stages of Stupidity. In it short 
it goes thus: 


1. Always hold unequivocal support of the 
underdog 

2. Divide the world into oppressor/oppressed 
3. Assume the superior virtue of the oppressed 


When David Frum obliterated Gary Trudeau he 
expressed a similar variation, which he knocks 
down into two stages: 


1. Identify the bearer of privilege. 
2. Hold the privilege-bearer responsible. 
I won't quibble. 


There is really something in this. Please read my 
full and fleshed out explanation as I still think it 
is the clearest answer to the mystery of their 
pathology. Add to this explanation the tendency 
in many educated ‘liberals’ to be singularly 
unable to empathise with a thought process 
involving any aspects that mean nothing to 
them. A fervent devotion to religion and the 
feeling that blasphemy is enough gets no dice. 
It must be identity politics or economics. Those 
are the only tools in their box. 


But I really didn’t expect things to have sunk 
quite this low: 


Francine Prose on Comment is Free: 


The narrative of the Charlie Hebdo murders - 
white Europeans killed in their offices by Muslim 
extremists. 


The fucking narrative? It was a massacre. It was 
events. Strange it should take a novelist to 
attempt remove all flesh and life from such a 
discussion. Though I suppose when it serves her 
purpose so clearly... 


As for her summation of the narrative, white 
folks killed by 'dem brown folk, if this were true 
it would be a fact and not a narrative. But it isn't 
even true. Check the list of the dead. And who 
is spreading this ‘narrative’? Something this 
wrong needs a reason. She is actually willing to 
change the facts in order to not have to adjust 
her own pitiful ‘narrative’. 


Commentis free but she comes close to making 
one wish it wasn't. She goes on: 


The bitterness and rage of the criticism that we 
have received point out how difficult people find 
it to think with any clarity on these issues and 
how easy it has been for the media - and our 


culture - to fan the flames of prejudice against 
Islam. As a result, many innocent Muslims have 
been tarred with the brush of Islamic 
extremism. 


The bitterness and rage is because people such 
as herself are denying reality and propagating 
24 carat bullshit to obscure the obvious clarity 
about the murder of innocents. 


If itis easy to fan the flames, perhaps it has less 
to do with our difficulties and more to do with 
the postjudice thatfollows yet more users ofthe 
right to free speech being slaughtered by 
religious maniacs. The very rights she nominally 
campaigns in support of. Her final sentence 
takes the biscuit though. If she wishes for the 
Muslims that have nothing to do with these 
crimes to be free from association with them, is 
itnot bestthat her and others stop representing 
these crimes as springing from the collective 
anger of the same mass of people? By 
pretending it isn't blasphemy but some reaction 
to socio-economic factors the suspicion is cast 
on those they have lumped together by a 
demographic distinction. If one seeks to deny 
the real motivation and replace it with their 
'narrative' about reactions stemming from 
Muslim anger are they not doing the heavy 
lifting in this job oftarring? She has plenty more: 


But I also don't feel that it is the mission of PEN 
to fight the war on terrorism; that is the role of 
our government. 


When опе realises the opponents in this war are 
the greatest threat to free speech going, it most 
certainly should be. It is all of ours. But nobody 
is asking her to pick up a rifle and stag on. There 
is some part of this fight that calls for removing 
the taboo of religious offence, which aids in 
demystifying the beliefs of these loons. That as 
it happens is dangerous work. Charlie Hebdo 
was doing that work. It is what they were to be 
recognised for. At worst she is seeking to undo 
that work and at best pretending it wasn't being 
done. 


I have nothing but sympathy for the victims and 
survivors. 


This is untrue. She also has contempt for their 
output. She makes this clear. 


As a friend wrote me: the First Amendment 
guarantees the right of the neo-Nazis to march 
in Skokie, Illinois, but we don't give them an 
award. 


If only we could all have friends so insightful 
and quotable. This thought from her chum 
works to show it is possible to stick up for the 
worst speech imaginable without approving of 
it. Fine. The problem is though, Charlie Hebdo 
weren't Nazis, or even close. In fact, they were 
anti-Nazis and everyone is sick to death with 
having to point this out. There is no way she 
doesn't know this. Yet still she pretends and 
willingly smears the dead as purveyors of 
detestable speech. It really is becoming ever 
more clear that reality is not unknown but 
merely unwanted. 


And the idea that one is either "for us or against 
us" in such matters not only precludes rational 
and careful thinking 


No. A thousand times no. Some people are for 
us. Some people are against us. That is rational 
and it is careful. If you have a masturbatory 
sense of your own intelligence that requires a 
masochistic search for nuance where there is 
none to be found, you have a problem. Not only 
were the attackers against us, they couldn't be 
more clear and loud about this fact. Yet again 
they choose to listen to themselves rather than 
the facts. 


One of the more disappointing aspects of this 
is that they are helping least the people their 
pitifully solipsistic sense of guilt is meant to be 
considering. The peoples most in need of the 
liberating view points of Charlie Hebdo are the 
Muslims, atheists and others stuck in places far 
less amenable to a free existence than France. 
Try Raif Badawi, Avjit Roy or Sabeen Mahmud if 
you wish to get specific. 


This brings us on to Teju Cole. This ball of self- 
regard and pretension specifically draws a line 
between Charlie Hebdo and Roy and Badawi. In 
his letter to PEN he wrote: 


I would rather honor Raif Badawi, Avijit Roy, 
Edward Snowden, or Chelsea Manning, who 
have also paid steeply for their courage, but 
whose ideals are much more progressive than 
Charlie's. 


Much more progressive? This really does 
confirm either startling ignorance or a willful 
denial of reality. I would like very much to hear 
his response to this question: What are Charlie 
Hebdo's ideals? As I wrote in my Letter to Laurie 
Penny: Charlie Hebdo consistently апа 
unfalteringly engaged in opposition to the 
following: 


Corruption in government 

Unwarranted power of big business 
Europe's disastrous austerity policies 
Israeli actions in Gaza 

Restrictions on immigration 
Anti-immigrant policies 

Any form of racism 

Organised Religion 

The Le Pen family, the National Front and 
their populist politics 


This list hints at some pretty progressive ideals 
no? I will go further, I cannot conceive of an 
organisation with more progressive ideals than 
Charlie Hebdo. On what grounds does Cole feel 
qualified to draw this line? He needs to back this 
up. Avijit Roy was described by many as 
Bangladesh's Charlie Hebdo and Raif Badawi is 
in prison for the same reasons so many at 
Charlie Hebdo are dead. Could it be that there 
isn't a real difference in their ideals but that the 
other two happen to be a bit brown? It's the only 
answer that fits the facts. And it is pathetic. 


To read the letters justifying the grandstanding 
of these people is depressing. I am both 
saddened and maddened that such self-serving 
discharge is openly expressed by people 
considered to be thinkers and that in our time 
this is what passes for an intelligentsia. 


We are bound by duty and decency to show 
solidarity with Charlie Hebdo. But more than 
that we are bound by self-preservation. A case 
Ihave made previously. (Shit, hasn'tallthis been 
said previously?) 


Their bravery is beyond question, that giving 
them an award for it should be questioned on 
taste grounds is wrong. That the objections to 
the taste are fabricated from falsehoods and 
smears is odious. Salman Rushdie said "I hope 
nobody ever comes after them". It's a noble 
sentiment. My nobility is really beginning to 
show cracks. 
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Pat Condell - Appeasing Islam 


Website: www.patcondellnet Twitter: @patcondell 


Brick Vader Opie and Anthony 


Snatch Wars (Snatch Vs Star Wars) Ricky Gervais talks atheism and religion 


Palee RAÏ BADA 


Raif is not a criminal - he is a prisoner of conscience who called for free speech on his 
website. His treatment by authorities in Saudi Arabia has been nothing short of a vicious 
act of cruelty. 


Raif was arrested in June 2012. In May 2014 he was found guilty of breaking Saudi Arabia's 
strict technology laws and insulting Islamic religious figures by creating and managing an 
online forum. 


He was sentenced to 10 years in prison, 1,000 lashes, a fine of 1 million Saudi Riyal (over 
a quarter of a million US dollars), and prevented from using any kind of media or travelling 
until 2034. 


Raif's sentence stems from his creation of the website 'Saudi Arabian Liberials', which he 
envisaged as a forum for political and social debate. He was subsequently charged for 
content he had posted to the site, including an article published on Valentine's Day 2012 
in which he was accused of ridiculing Saudi Arabia's religious police, the Commission on 
the Promotion of Virtue and Prevention of Vice - as well as failing to remove 'offensive' 
posts by other contributors. 


A CARTOON AGAINST EVERY LASH (21) #Freeraif 


Aseem Trivedi is an independent cartoonist and free speech activist from New 
Delhi, India. He is creating a cartoon for each of the 50 lashes Raif Badawi has 
received. Above is number 21 in his series of 50. Vive Charlie will be featuring 
his cartoons each week so please follow him on Twitter. 

@aseem_trivedi 


E. А = — anal 


After kicking up a kue fuss about being trolled on Twitter, Louise 
= Mensch decided, in the run up to the election, to troll the young в 
Milifandom founder, Abby, who tweets as @twcuddlestonthat 


It seems that party loyalty takes pritority over hypocrisy when it Ё 
comes to the Tory party luvvy Louise Mensch. 


Well done Louise, you win ASSHOLE OF THE WEEK. 
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